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DEAR 81RS:

1 LIVE IN ARL1NG'l'ON, TX AND AM VERY AcT1V8 ON 222 TO 225 MHZ. I'VE NEVER HAD
A SSB SIGNAL ON 22u iN THE DALLAS/FT WOHTH AREA. I HAVE BEEN ACTIVE ON 220 FOR
THE PAST 6 YEARS. I l1U.':o''f DISAGREE Wl'i'H HAKINc; A MANDATORY SSB PORTION FOR 222.0
TO 222.15. EACH LOCAL AREA SHOULD BE ALLOWED '1'0 PROVIDE THEIR OWN BAND PLAN TO
SUlj' THEiR LOCAL NEED.S'. j'J' IS NO']' A DX jjANO. THE NEEDS OF THE MANY, IN
DiFFERENT LOCAL AREAS, SHOULD NOT BE DICTATED BY ONE SPECIAL INTEREST GROUP.
iF AN ARF:A THAT INCLUDES MANY SSE OPERATIONS. THEY MAY ELECT TO PETITION AND
WORK WITH THEIR LOCAL F'.I,.}. COORDINATOR.~:; TO c-::ET THE SPACE THEY NEED.

FURTHEHMORE, / DISA (}f(8E Wi. 'J'H NO Vi CES HA VIN() OWNERSHIP OF REPEATERS'. THE
PO'l'ENTIAL FOR INTERFERENCE IiJ TO GREAT. TH£ 3KTLL LEVEL FOR REPEATER BUILDING
AND MAINTENAN(:l!.; 1.S F'AR AHOVE MOST NOVlc'ES 6'LEc'THONIC LEVEL.

HOWEVER" I DO AC:;f:(EE WITH GIVING NO'rrC'ES TO ALL OF THE 222 BAND.


